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ABTSTEACT 

In order to investigate the role meetings play in the 
dissemination of information in the language sciences, a 
questionnaire vas devised to be sent to the participants in selected 
professional meetings. The responses from the participants in each 
meeting vere to be analyzed to obtain a composite picture of the 
viewpoints represented, and the composites representing each meeting 
vere then to be compared vith each other. Difficulties prevented the 
completion of the study. This report contains results from two 
meetings: the seventeenth Annual conference of the National Society 
for the Study of Communication, and the Twentieth Annual Bound Table 
of Georgetown University. A list of meetings proposed for study 
appears in Appendix A. .Appendix B contains a sample letter of 
transmittal and a questionnaire. (Author/AH) 
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1, Dtisign Objectives 



I.l. DcfiEiLtions 

One of tlic clintincl^; of jiirorm;ilioii available to the language scientist is Uie 
profcssioniil iiiceliiig. Tlic limited study orprufcaioiinl mcetiiii^s undertaken 
by tlic staff of tiic Language liifomiaEioii Network and Clenriiigliunse 
System (LllS'CS) jMojcct of the Center for Applied Linguistics (CAL) is 
direeted toward tlie investigation of tliis channel of iiiformatiuii Hx^m the 
viewpoint ofthuse who attend the iiioelings. 

Hie term jirofessionul meeting designates any formal gathering of scientific 
personnel for the purpose of di^etisbiiig some a^ipcct of their field of interest. 
To be inehidetl within the scoj^e of this study, a meeting must be relevant to 
the langLnigc ,s<.ieiiees and nin_st nut be restricted to the staff or personnel of 
the f-ponsorint; ortiani7ation, Theie ib no lestuetiuii reg:irdmgco-sj)onsorsln]\ 
Many mceliiiyb are eo-spon.\ored by other urg<nii/.ations suelias universities. 



1 ,2, Signifieanec 

PR'hminary surveys have indicated that meetingb are regarded as important 
channels of infonnatioii by lan^xnage scientists. The informatioi* obtained at 
a meeting is immediate. Infoniiation obtained from printed sources is often 
out-ol'date by the time it appeius. 

There are other means of obtaining immediate information, sncli as the 
telephone and eonespondence. A meeting, however, offers the possibility of 
direct personal eoiitaet to all partieipants. This contact may be spontaneous 
rc(|uiring neither the fonnahty of introduction nor advance arnmgemejit. 
Meetings also Jjrovide a formn to whieli a speaker may present and l>y which 
he may test his findings. 



1,3. Proccdnrcs 



In order to jjivcstisatc t)ic role meclijigs play in the dissemination of 
information in the language .sciences, a (jucstioiinairc was devised to be sent 



1 



to the parlicipnius in sclcctcJ mccliiigs. Tiie lists of participiiiits were to be 
ol)f;iinct! from th;; sponsoring bodies as soon as possible lifter tlic jiK*clJn^;s 
had taken phjec. The responses from the pariieipants in each nk^clini; were lo 
be analysed to obtain a composile picture of ihc viewpoints represented, and 
the composites representing ent li meeting were tlien to be eoiupnred witli 
Kich other, A list of ineetings proposed for ,stiifly appears in Appendix A, 

Tile questionnaire (see Appendix B) is in two sections. Section A is directed 
primarily toward the specific meetijig the respondent had attended and 
secondarily toward his opinions oPinectings in general Section B is directed 
towijrd obtaining minimal bioi'^n^phic d^ila lo provide a context in which to 
consider the responses to section A. Three basic questions are asked: What 
were the reasons for attending the meeting? What was accomplished at the 
meetiiigV Mow do meetings compare with other channels and sources of 
infoniialion? Although the questionnaire miglil have been designed to probe 
the subject more deeply, the sliortemnd simpler form was believed likely to 
elicit a greater response. Further, an in-depth study of onu* meeting was 
planned, (See section 3,) 



I A. Results 



It \va^ not possible lo earry out the study as originally planned, First, 
budgetary rt^strictions iiecessitated a delay in iiiiplcnientalron after the 
questionnaire^ Was designed. Second, difficulties arose in acquiring li,sis of 
participants at the vinious niectings. As of June 30, 1969, three lists had 
been obtained. One was not usable, one w:i,s used» and the third was to be 
the ,subjoct of a later report, it was planned to continue this sludy through 
I969j after which a final report on the findings of the study was to be 
published. 



2, nie Seventeenth Annual Conference 

of the National Society for the 
Study of Com nuin [cation 

One of the conventions chosen for study was the Seventeenth Annual 
Conference of the National Society for the Study of Coininuiifcat Ion, wiiich 
met in Cleveland, Ohio, from April 24-26, 1969, The analysis of the 
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rcspon^^.^s lo ihc qiicstionniiirc tlircctocl lo piirticipaiUs ms iiitciiticd to scnc 
ns a pilot slndy und lo L^^i;iblis!i gtiklclhios for futuiv aiitdyscs. 

ill rcs|>onsc lo a rciiucsl for n list of pnrtioipants nl Ihc Conference, Ihc 
Society sent t\ list of seheduicc! speakers and chniriuen, ;i eompicle list of the 
parlieipitiUs not bciiU' avnifiible. Two pcrsojis wereticlcted from the origiiKiI 
list, as tliey were fori ii:n iv^idt^nt\ nnd tpicstioniiairos were maik'd to tiic 83 
rcinainj;if». Of the qiicstiommircs, 4 weie returned by the I'ost Ofl'ice as 
iindolivcrabk\ Tiiirty-sL^vcii iiHli\idt»als responded to tiic (ineslioniiairc, of 
whom 2 slated Hint, :il[)iou?Tii sciiethdai lo attciui, they iiml beenininhic to 
do so. 

Tliere are {wo liinilalions tipon (lie v;iiidily of liic dntn obiaineti. As tiie iist 
iiK hided oniy tlie acilvc partjcijxints, ttie group did not represent a 
eiuss-NeclKMi of those wlio allL'tuleil the lUeetnig. Sceondiy, the responsi^ rale 
was only ri)rly'scven pereenl. helow tliat needed fora valid Mniiplc, 

In spile of tbe liinUalion^. i\w an^ilysi^ \\lneh follows is coinprohensivCi far 
moio romi>rLhensi\ 0 tiian the si/o of the ^;impk warrants. This analysis was 
intended to SvTve as a nkkKI lor futnie studies, 

1lie frr^l data lo be coiiMclcvcd concerned the rea,sons for attendance. 



1\ibli K Nnniher of Pnrticipiint j by Reason for Attending 



Reasoij NumhtT 

Give a talk 29 

Hoar a particular (:iik 19 

Broaden knowledjio ol field in general 20 

Attend business or administrative session |0 
See partieuhir colleague 

Represetit employer j 

Seek a new position 3 

Hire personnel ] 



The tabic omits the 2 respondenlswhodid not attend the meeting. Since 29 
of the 35 active participants wlio responded attended to give talks, it was 



assumed thai the remaining 6 chnirotJ some sessions. HovvevLT, it slioiiltl l>c 
noted that ?, who had tichvcred papers die! not report this among tJicir 
accomphshmeiUs at the meeting. 

As, would he expected from the nature of the orij^inal mailing list, the 
greatest iunnl)er of people attended in order to dehvcr a talk. Excluding this 
general reason, most attended to hear a parMcular tylk or to broaden their 
knowledge- Tlieso last two reasons pkis seeing a particular eolleaguc 
repi'esenEct! the most common combination. In tern)S of the population 
analysed, it H somewhat surprising to note that 3 were seeking employment. 

The ntiniber of persons who realized their objectives for attending the 
meeting parallels (he numbers in table 1 eiosely- The major deviation is that 
one perbon who went to seek new employment was iinsnceessfuL and one 
person hiivd new pcrbonnel alttioiigli he evidciuly had not anticipated so 
doing. 

Most respondents had at ksisl part of their way paid (15 lotiilly; 1 1 in part; 9 
none). The hi^h number probatjly ujiain reflects the restricted nature ot the 
nKjilin^: l^t, indiealed thai attending .sndi mcelings was ii dniy of Uieir 
cmpbynient (one of the 6, however, had to pay his own way). Interestingly, 
only one poison reported his employer had ^ni him- 



Geogiaphie distribution is .shown in tal>le 2- 
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T:\hU2. Number of R'lrtjcipjnits by St;itc of Residence 



suite 
Oliio 

Pennsylvaiihi 

Wisconsin 

Mic]iiii:in 

New York 

Illinois 

K:nisus 

Oregon 

Florid :i 

Indinnii 

Iowa 

Kenlucky 
MaryliHKl 
Mns!;jiclnisetu 
North n:ikoUi 
Utah 

Washinjitoji 



Totjil 35 



Tlic number or piirticipjuils who lind tlicir vv;iy paid vv^is compared with the 
number from e^ich :>tale. As no pattcriiing was discernible, M m;iy be 
concUuled lluil lioving one's way pnid had no efrcct upon atlcndanee. 
Distance, however, does- seem signiJicant, Most of the jiespondeuls cajnc 
from within n 500^mile radius. 

Of the 35 who attended the meeting, one person attended none of the 
format presentations and one person attended all. 'Hie rest spent time as 
follows: 4: twenty-five percent; 6: thirty percent; 9: fifty percent; 5: sixty 
percent; 9; seventy-five percent. The average is slightly above fifty pcreent. 

\^ 

Over the past 3 years attendance was evenly distributed at sessions of this 
meeting; 12 having attended 1 pa^vious meeting; 10 having attended 2; and 
12 having attended 3 past meetings. 



Number of 
Participants 

6 
4 
4 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 



Twculy-^MgliE reported that Ihcy had attended between 1 and 3 national 
profession^d meetings i!i tlic \yds{ year; 6 reported between 4 and 5; I 
reported 7; and 1 reported that he liad attended none. There was I 
non-response < 

Tlicre seems to be no relatioiislnj^ between the number of societies to which ^, 
the respondcms belonged, and the lunnbcr of meetings they had attended in 
the past year. 



Table 3, Nnmber of Partieipant.^ by Nnmber of Soeicty Memberships 
Number of Memberships Number of Partieipant,s 



Considering the immber of past sessions of the meetinj; under analysis, the 
totid umber of ))rofessiomil meetinais attcMided in the past year, and the 
number of societies eacli rcs))on(Ient belonged to, it was possible to eoneludc 
only that the respondents who attended this partj'eiilar meeting wert; more 
likely to liave ^*fended other sessions of tlie same meeting. 

Tlic average number of societies to whicli the respondents belonged was 4. 
The most jiopidar societies ainoJig the j-cspondcnts were: the Centnil Stiites 
Speech Association (21) and the Speecli A.ssociation of Ameriea (19). Tlic 
si)onsoring society, the Natiojial Society for the Study of Communication 
aeeounted for 30. All other societies repix^scntcd had a mcJnbcrslup of 5 or 
less anioJig the respondents. The total number of societies was 46. 



2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 



3 
6 
7 
8 
3 
6 
3 
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Tlie respondents were ;isked to r,ite various tnedi;i ofconnniniicution in tlieir 
order of importance in rnniisliii)g!nroriti;ition. 



Table 4, Medi;i ofCoininanic;ition Uaiiked by Iitiporlmiec (co* nositc) 



1. Journ:d nrficles 

2. Books 

3. National nicctiiigs 

4- Discussion with col! Cannes outside p!*icc of employment 

5, Diseussioii with collcij^iincs at place of cniployinent 

6, Collc:^^iicf;! mannseripts and preprints 

7, Abstracts and abstraet journals 

8, Document .dissemination systems 

9, Technical reports not intended for publication 

10, Oral prcsentatioiK nl stnfr meetings 

11, Coiit^ewoil; and lecture notes 

12, Correspiindciia^ 



To arrive at a eoinposite pieture of the responses, the following teehnique 
was used. The niuubc-r of mentions each medium reeeWed was multiplied by 
its impoitance rating. Questionnaire instruetions indicated that the number 1 
was assigned to the most important medium, 2 to the second most 
important, etc. These ininibers were totalled for eaeh medium and tlic media 
were arrangcnl iii rank order. Thiis^ Books were nited as the primary sonree 
of information by 1 J respondents and assigned a vahie of 1 1 (1 x 1 J equals 
1 i); they were rated us the second niosl important sourec ot^'information by 
7 and assigncxl the value of 14 (2 x 7 is 14); and so on. The total thus arrived 
at was 136^ which placed Books after Journal articles (109). 

National meetings ranked third, with Diseussioiis witli colleagues outside of 
employment, as a soiiree of information. Respondents were to suggest ways 
of making meetings more useful. Tlie most frequent suggestions were 
advance distribution of papers and provision for more hiformal disenssion of 
papers. 
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3. Tho Twciiliolli Aiinuiil Roimtl TiiDlo Mot-ling 
oil Uii|;uisliLs Uijigu;i^o SluiJios 



Tlio Twcntiolh Aimiu:iI RouniJ "fViblc Mccliiii;, lield ni Oeorgt'lown Univcisily 
Marcli M :iiul 15. w.ib solcotod lor spcci<il :in;itysis in connection with 

tlic LINCS slutly. The misons for titis ch(Mci* wrrc os follows; 

1. llio ini*clin!?u;i?i, because of its location, imnic<li*itcly :tcccssibk\ 

2. Its rcpntutian is such that leading rtfrurcsin the language 

scionrcs arc attracted to it from all j»arls of the United States. 

3. Since it is held at a univel^Jty while clai;yjs aic ii) session, 

students ill llu- l.ui^iia*^o sciences :jrc also in aitemlance. 

4. The coopenition of the host org:mi/ation, Georgetown University, 

was assured. 

5. The incetitig is poniiully so or^;nii/e<l that coiitrollc<l obscr\otion 

is faeih* *ted. 

Two a|>|>ioai-|ics uvic to Iv ihcd hi studying this meeting, Hr^t, 2 stuff 
nn-iulu"rs \\ca" to attend it as ol>;i.-neis. Second, the rei;u!;*r l^rofcssional 
Meeliniis Questionnaire w.(s \o be s^Mit to the pailieii^auts afier the iiiceting 
had atljourned. The respoir*es to (lie ijuestioimaires weie to be aniiljvcd in 
the auitcxt of ihe ivports ot the (>l>scners. It was hoped that this toclini(]Uc 
would pr<>\t\|e hoth an iihdepih analysis of this particular uieeting and also a 
means of cheeking the efficiency of the ipiestionnairc. 

Scvend faetoi:*, hi>wi"\er. prevented the rcali/atioa of the of tliiN iKirt of 
the LlKrS study, h'irsi, a l)udgetary restndion led \o an indefinite 
]>ostponeineiit of the entire study. When this restriction was removed an<l 
the deeiston ni.ide to proceed uit!i the study, it was too late to train the staff 
meinl>en; who were to attend the meeting in the iiecesMiry Hehl methods 
Atthongh 2 staff nieniheis did in fact attend the meeting their obscrwitions 
were Hniited to the formal asi)eets of the meeting. 

The obsemTs noted that, in eontr*ist to j)revious Round Table sessions, the 
topic of ttiis meeting (Unsuif;ttcs ajjd the Teaching of Stauilanl Unglish to 
Speakers of Other I^iniiuagv\s or Dialects) was very sjiecifie and consequently 
did not hyve the broad appeal of j)rcvious lopics. Ttic effect of this was to 
attract a more homogeneous audience than nsnaK the six'M majority of 
whom were from the Washington> I).C area. It seemed that ttie audience 
represented, for the most part, fields maiEinal to the language sciences, such 
as ediicaliojL The observers also noted that the meeting had more the aura of 



ERLC 



8 

12 



;i Iccluiv series wlUTOin (lie cxp^rrt informs llio iioiKSj^cciriHst, Uimi the usual 
cliiiractcr of p;ist Jiicotings wherein one expcrl siihniiMod his fintlinfis to 
other exports for review :incl cliseus^;ic>n. Thus, it was no! possible to use the 
Geor^ofown Round Table Mec(m*j to test ihe qiiestionnaia^ as it did not 
provide the anticip;Ued cross-section of the hniguagc sciences, nor was it a 
typical meeting. 

Upon receipt, the list of participants at the meeting was cxainincil in the 
light of the ohsen\Uions cJcscribed above. Unfortunately, the list consi$ied of 
names. withotU atitlrcsses or professional affihalions. An extensive search 
through the rather siy.able addrcKs files iivailable to (he LINCS i^rojcct 
located tiic adtlressesof only twenty-five percent of the participants. If fifty 
percent of those responded to the questionnaire, the study of the Uoiuid 
Table Meeting would have rested upon a basis of thirteen percent, an 
inadeqtiate sample. Of the addresses located, 100, or appro^^imalely 
two-lhjrds, were in the D.C\ arca^ verifying the opinions of the obserwrs. As 
they hail just been sent a tjneslionnairc in connection with the D,C< Case 
Study, it U'as fearod that a potentially serious public relations problem nii^iht 
result if tliey were sent another qucbtionnairc so soon. In the lijjlit of all 
these factoid, it was decided to cancel the study of the CJeorgetown Roinid 
Table Meeting. 



13 



APPENDIX A 



Professional Meetings Designated for Analysis 
in Co;yunction with llio LINCS Professional Meetings Study 
(January to Juiie 1969) 



Alaslca Foruii'n L;iiignagti Association 

Ccntnd Stales Modern. b^is^wg^; Tcaciicrs Association 

GiiOrcctown University Round Table 

Nnlional A*^*;oci;iti.)n of Laiignaje l^bonitory Directors 

N;tlion:il Society lor the Sliuly orCoiiununicdion 

Ohio Modern LangiJa;:o Teachers Assoclatjon 

Southeaslern Conference on Linijnislics 

Wasliiurlon As'^ociiiUon of l*oiei;»n bMiszuai;^* Teachers 
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APPIiNDiNB 
U^Ucr or Transmittal 



tmiH FOR APPUr-O LINGUISTICS 171/ M^ssac!lUSfUs Avenue, KAV., Washington, D.a 2(K)36 



Dc;irO)Hcague: 

The Cciitci for Applieit Lingiiislics, niKlcr a gniiit from the National Sci*."ncc 
FouiiihUion ((lN-771)^ ciiiTciitly !.i(.-sii;ninLt a Langiiii^c Inronnalion Network and 
Cteaiin^ionsc SysU'ni (LINCS) wiiufi is to be a fOnipreUciisi^'c inrormaiion 'iyslcm Tor flic 
Iangniij;e seicncc;*. Tlie term "I:nij;niisi^ scicnc -s'' inchiiirs studies of langiiajio and 
iang:i;i^(.-aHated i>1ionijiiien;:. Thus we aiv wt)ikonK'il with iiirorin.ition flow in snch ficlcis as 
reading. s|K-eeh. ):n^;lisli aiul loici^Mi l.inizuaLie (e.tk:!iiii<:. as wvW as WiiU t^cncral :ind n]>plied 
liiigni.Jies and lai^'iijjze-R'Lilcn aspects of psj chulogj . iidonnafion S(:ieiK"^.\ couipnKT 
scj'enee, MVioloiiy, anthroiiolo^'y, philosophy. bii»iO|^:y, nu'ilieuK-. and physics. 

One of liic nio^! iuipoitani pmblenis we face in designing sneii a syslem is to 
cieU'nnhic (he ii>ror:iiatioii needs, intea-sts. problems, and lubils of its potential nsers, so 
Jimt Ihc system cjn he ik^sijneil to he of nij\iinum benefit, roIcv;nict\ and coinvnicnce to 
them, 

Tliis questionnaire i'S being sent to people who have recently iittemled profes^sional 
meetings involving the lan^oage sciences. Its pmposc is to cielrnnino the reasons why people 
atleiut these meetins^is: what they do at them: and how t)icy regard nicetin^^s as an 
infonnalion source, hi order to place the responses in a proper perspective^ minimal 
biogr;ipliic infonnaliim is also reiineslcd. We hope that the Response tim;; obtained can bo 
directed (ovvjircii (he iinproven>enl of pn^fessional meetings as a ehanrie] of information, 

Yonr response in filling ont this (| nest ion ire vvonid be of considerable help to ns in 
determining how present and fntare information services can be of the graitest benefit to 
you and your colleagues. We thank yon for your interest and coopenition. 

Sincerely yonrs, 



A. Hood Roberts 
Director 

Linguistic Docmnentation Proi?ram 
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QUESTtONNAIKE 



A. CONVlfNllON INFORMATION' liic punw of Uu- following qiioslioiis is to 
gallicr iiilonricilioii ;*l)Oii( nalionii) ])!oJVssioniii iiK\lijji;5 in Oic I.ni^iuige ,nts iiuti 
sciences and tiicir role iis an cUVcti\o means tor (he cxcliango of inlorinalion. 
'Tiiis meeting", us used below^ refers lo 

tlie Otiio Modem Uiiignaye Teaelicrs .Association Animal Meeting 
wliich met on April 11-12, 1969. 
K Name _2. Date prt^paretl 



3. For which of the follow ijig rt^*;>on5 did you attend this meeting? Check which* 
ever are applicable. 

a ^To give a paper or talk p T<^ sec particular colleaguc(s) 

b ^To hear particular paper(s) i\ Sent by emi)joycr 

or lalk(s) g , _T<^ seek a new position 

c To broaden knowledge of h. Other (please specify) 

field in general 
d To attend busines.^ or 

admintstnitivc session 

4. Considering llie reasons ci;v-d ahuve. which would you say were aetually accomplished 
by yonr alleiuhmce at this meeting?. 

5. Whiit pere^,Mta*4i: (ronjilily) of your time at lliis meeting would you estimate to have 
been spent in adu.d attViidance at formal preseiUalions associvited with this meeting? 

■ 25';r 30'.^ SOX 60% 75% 1 00% 

6. If this nkviijig is oiu- Ihat is lit^ld at regular intervals* how .nauy of them have yoi: 
afloiided i'l die past three yeai-s? 

7. Dili you come to this meeting at your own expense? Yes No In part 

8. Is attending meetijigs such as tins one part of the duties of your employment? 

9. Please list ALL professional societies of which you are a member. 



10. How many NATIONAL professional and scienlifie meetings involving the language 
arts ajid sciences have you attended in the past year? 



In the blanks below^ please rale each of the media of comnuniicatioii listed in terms 
of how important it is in furnishing information you need. Rale by using numbers 
with 1 for the most inii)ortant, 2 for the second most important, etc. If a given 
medium is NOT available to you, write no in the blank next to it. 



a Books 

b. Journal articles 

c. Document dissemination systems 
e.g. EUIC 

d. ^Technical reports, other i)apers 

not intendcu for publication 



e Abstracts, Abstract journals 

f. National meeUiig5 



^Oral presentations at staff 
meetings 

Colleagues* manuscripts or preprints 
_Corrcsi)oiidcjicc 

^Discussion with colleagues at place 
of employment 

^Discussion with colleagues outside 
place of employment 
Xoursework and/or lecture notes 



ERLC 
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13, Wli:it sui^ucstions do yoti have for improvin? tlu- riinc-lioii of meetings a 
source of intbrinaliou in tlic l;h»gna*]:c art.\ or sciences? Please use ;i sci?anito 
sheet or pnpcr iT Jiccvssiiry. 



ERLC 



B. BIOGRAPHiC !NFORMA L[ON If you iinvc atmidy completed a National 
Register of Scicjitific imd Tediiiic;it iV^rsonivl or a *.sOster of Lingnists 
qiieslioniiaire lor llic Center for Ai)j)lic(l Linguislics, yoti may omit (lie 
starred items imlcss Ihere has been some ehajiijc. 

1 . Mailing; address 



2. Date of birth 3. Sex; male female. 

*4. Pluee of birtii 



*5. Colle^Ec and post-^nKhiatc training 



Coflege or Years Major Minor !)i*i;ree & 



*6. List hclo^v those fields in which you feel yon have especial competence or 
greatest hiteix^.^t (e.g.> strnctnral analysis). Include languages, if pertinent. 

a d 

b e 

e f 



7. Are yon actively encuigcd in research or scholarship hi any of these speeialtics? 
If yes, please list: 

*8. List below those langnages in which you are able to RHAD material about your 
field. 

a c e 

b d. L 
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*9. Pkase indicate wliat you cotisider youriiclt (o be profo%ion;illy (e.g., 
(iiiiiectologist; liiiigiijgc teacher). Do not use a job (ic^cription 



*10. Employment sUttUb" (elicck whichever are appMeable). 

a FulMiino employed 

b Part-time employed 

c. I^^iitl-tinic siUtJent: where? 



d Part-time student; where? 

e Retired 

f. Not employed and not seeking employment 

g Seckinj; cinploynieiU 

if you art full- or p:irt-tiinc employed, pltiise supply the following: 

Name ol" employer 



Pliicc of employment 



Tide of position (if tc;iehin;j;, plecix* f:ivc subject) 



Section or department 



*i2. Please your publications, by title ;md d;ite (if Jirliele, cite publicijtion); or 
attiich a person;d bibliogr;iphy. 
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